IN THE CIRCUIT COURJLOF THE THIRTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
LASALL^COUN/TY.^QTTAWA, ILLINOIS 


KEVIN ROY KRAMER, 

VS. 

JULIA C. EICKMEIER, 


f * l 


Petitioner? 
I. 


*» 



Respondent. ) 


No.^ t » r - 2S 


PETITIONER'S POS ITION PAPER ON THE MO TIOM 

FOR HIPAA QUALIFIED PROTECTIVE ORDFR 

NOW COMES, Petitioner, KEVIN ROY KRAMER, by and through his attorneys 
Aplington, Kaufman, McClintock, Steele & Barry, Ltd., Robert B. Steele of counsel, and 
in support of his Motion for HIPAA Qualified Protective Order, states as follows: 


PROCEDURAL HISTORY 

On May 14, 2013, Petitioner, KEVIN ROY KRAMER, filed a Petition to 
Determine the Existence of the Father and Child Relationship against Respondent, 
JULIA C. EICKMEIER, in the Circuit Court of the Thirteenth Judicial Circuit, Bureau 
County, Illinois, Respondent was personally served with summons. Respondent filed 
her pro se appearance on August 15, 2013, 

Thereafter, Respondent retained the services of an attorney. On December 11, 
2013. Petitioner-filed a Motion for HIPAA Qualified Protective Order in Bureau County. 
On February 21, 2014, with attorneys for both Petitioner and Respondent present, the 
Circuit Court of. ..bureau County granted Petitioner's Motion for HIPAA Qualified 
Protective Order without objection from Respondent. A copy of the February 20, 2014 
HIPAA Qualified Protective Order is attached hereto as Exhibit A. 









On May 20, 2015, this cause was transferred from Bureau County to the Circuit 

Court of LaSalle County. Petitioner filed a Motion for Qualified HIPAA Protective Order 

in the Circuit Court of LaSalle County on August 24, 2015. This Court allowed the 

parties to submit position papers relative to Petitioner's Motion, to be heard on April 20, 
2016. 

ARGUMENT 

Respondent's opposition to Petitioner's Motion for HIPAA Qualified Protective 

Ordered is barred by the "law of the case" doctrine. Generally, the law of the case 

doctrine bars relitigation of an issue previously decided in the same case. Krautsaok v 

Anderson, 223 III. 2d 541, 552 (2006). The law of the case doctrine protects settled 

expectations of the parties, ensures uniformity of decisions, maintains consistency 

during the course of a single case, effectuates proper administration of justice, and 

brings litigation to an end. Long v. Ahmed Flhornn, 397 III. App. 3d 982, 989 (1st Dist. 

2010 ). 

Respondent, through counsel, had an opportunity to oppose the issuance of the 
HIPAA Qualified Protective Order in this case on February 20, 2014. She did not do so 
and the HIPAA Qualified Protective Order was entered on that date. After reevaluating 
her position and the effect that the release of her medical information may have on the 
outcome of this case. Respondent cannot now attempt to take another bite at the apple 
and oppose that which she failed to oppose at an earlier time in this proceeding. To do 
so would harm the expectations of the parties and disrupt the consistency of this case. 
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ngly, because Respondent has forfeited her right to challenge the HIPAA 
ve Order entered in this case, Petitioner respectfully requests that th| 
Motion for HIPAA Qualified Protective Order, 
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Petitioner, 


12407 

McClintock 


ROBERT B.~STEELE “ 

One of His Attorneys 









IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 
LASALLE COUNTY, 
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NOTICE OF FI LING AND PROOF OF SERVICE 

Mr. James M. Durkee 
Malmquist & Geiger LLC 
415 Liberty St. 












